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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Status 

Claims 1-9, 10-18 are pending and are rejected as followed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 



1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 
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4. Claims 1-5, 7-8 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the 
alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over www.gcevaluators.com 
( http://web.archive.Org/webr/http:www.qcevaluators.com ) June 14, 1998. 
As of 8/31/06, claim 1 is as followed: 
1. (previously presented) A computer-implemented method for determining 
authenticity of a business partner in response to a request of a user comprising: 

(a) receiving a request of a user to determine authenticity of a business partner; 

(b) receiving an identity of said business partner from said user; 

(c) matching said identity of said business partner to a business data record of a 
business that is one of a plurality of businesses by searching at least one database for 
said business data record having attributes that match said identity, wherein said data 
record includes at least one data attribute; and 

(d) processing one or more of said at least one data attribute of said matched data 
record according to a set of authentication rules to determine if said business partner is 
authentic, wherein said at least one data attribute represents at least one credential of 
said business partner. 

Www.gcevaluators.com fairly discloses a method for determining authenticity of a 
business partner (candidate for a job opening or employee or partner) comprising the 
steps of: 

(a) receiving a request of a user to determine authenticity of a business partner 
{see page 4, paragraph #1 }; 
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(b) receiving information about identity (name and/or address) of the business 
partner from the user {page 4, paragraph #1 }; 

(c.) matching said identity of the business partner to a business data record of a 
business that is one of a plurality of businesses by searching at least one database for 
said business data record having attributes that match said identity (name and/or 
address {see page 2, bottom paragraph, items (1)-(3)}, 

(d) processing one or more of the at least one attribute of the matched record 
data according to a set of authentication (verification) rules to determine if the business 
partner has credential evaluation {see page 2, bottom paragraph, items (10-(3)}. 
Note that the teaching of a set of authentication (verification) rules is shown or 
inherently included on pages 2-4. As for the limitation of determine whether the 
business partner is authentic, this is inherently included in the teachings of 
www.gcevaluators.com if the evaluation has credential or valid results. Alternatively, it 
would have been obvious to modify the evaluation ofwww.gcevaluators.com to include 
authentication features if needed after the credential has been evaluated. 

As for dep. claim 2 (part of 1 above), which deals with well known claim (or 
data) verifying parameters, i.e. notifying the results to the user after matching the 
results, this is inherently included on pages 3 and 5. 

As for dep. claims 3-5 (part of 1 above), which deal with well known claim (or 
data) verifying parameters carried out on computer or web, i.e. inputting data/entry 
using standard template, or forms, these are non-essential to the scope of the claimed 
invention and inherently included in page 4, "Form". 
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As for dep. claim 7 (part of 1 above), which deal with well known claim (or 
data) verifying parameters, i.e. registration of the claims if steps (c.) fails to find a match, 
these are taught on pages 3, 5. 

As for dep. claim 8 (part of 1 above), which deal with well known claim (or data) 
verifying parameters, i.e. searching for a credential and wherein the credential is one of 
license, financial account, membership, etc., this is fairly taught in pages 2-3. 
5. Claims 6, 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
www.gcevaluators.com as applied to claims 1-5 above, and further in view of 
Article 1997. 

As for dep. claims 6, 9 (part of 1 above), which deal with well known claim (or 
data) verifying parameters, i.e. authentication rules require one or more current 
transactions with trade references, this is fairly taught in ARTICLE 1 997, page 1 , 
paragraph no. 4 "bankruptcy filings" or other financial transactions such as credit cards, 
etc. The use of other financial transactions would have been obvious as mere using 
other similar transactions to achieve similar results, absent evidence of unexpected 
results. ARTICLE 1997 page 1, paragraph no. 4, "driving records (license)" or 
"bankruptcy filings". It would have been obvious to modify the teachings of 
www.gcevaluators.com to include other financial transactions, bank account, etc., as 
taught by Article 1997 if these financial parameters are needed to verify a candidate or 
business partner. Note that these are merely using other similar verifying parameters to 
achieve similar results. 
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6. Claims 10-14, 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, 
in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious overwww.gcevaluators.com 
( http://web.archive.org/web/*/http:www.gcevaluators.com ). June 14, 1998. 

As for independent system claim 10, which is basically the system to carry out 
the method of claim 1 above, it's rejected over the computer system of 
www.gcevaluators.com to carry out the rejection of method 10 as cited above. 

As for dep. system claims 11-14, 16-17 (part of 10 above), which have similar 
limitations as in dep. method claims 2-5, 7-8 (part of 1 above), they are rejected for the 
same reasons set forth above to minimize duplicate copy of the rejections of claims. 

7. Claims 15, 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over www.gcevaluators.com as applied to claims 10-14 above, and further in 
view of Article 1997. 

As for dep. claims 15, 18 (part of 10 above), which deal with well known claim 
(or data) verifying parameters, i.e. authentication rules require one or more current 
transactions with trade references, this is fairly taught in ARTICLE 1997, page 1 , 
paragraph no. 4 "bankruptcy filings" or other financial transactions such as credit cards, 
etc. The use of other financial transactions would have been obvious as mere using 
other similar transactions to achieve similar results, absent evidence of unexpected 
results. ARTICLE 1997 page 1, paragraph no. 4, "driving records (license)" or 
"bankruptcy filings". It would have been obvious to modify the teachings of 
www.gcevaluators.com to include other financial transactions, bank account, etc., as 
taught by Article 1997 if these financial parameters are needed to verify a candidate or 
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business partner. Note that these are merely using other similar verifying parameters to 
achieve similar results. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments, see Response, filed 8/31/06, with respect to the 
rejections of claims 1-18 have been fully considered and are persuasive. The rejections 
have been withdrawn. 



No claims are allowed. 
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9. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct@uspto.aov . Should 
you have any questions on access to the private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll free). 

In receiving an Office Action, it becomes apparent that certain documents are 
missing, e. g. copies of references, Forms PTO 1449, PTO-892, etc., requests for 
copies should be directed to Tech Center 3600 Customer Service at (571 ) 272-3600, or 
e-mail CustomerService3600@uspto.Qov . 

Any inquiry concerning the merits of the examination of the application should be 
directed to Dean Tan Nguven at telephone number (571 ) 272-6806 . My work schedule 
is normally Monday through Friday from 6:30 am - 4:00 pm. I am scheduled to be off 
every other Friday. 

Should I be unavailable during my normal working hours, my supervisor John 
Weiss can be reached at (571)272-6812 . 

The main FAX phone numbers for formal communications concerning this 
application are (571)273-8300 . My personal Fax is (571) 273-6806 . Informal 
communications may be made, following a telephone call to the examiner, by an 
informal FAX number to be given. 



dtn 

November 13, 2006 



